We would like to briefly respond to the points raised by Gary Marks, Marco Steenbergen and Liesbet Hooghe (2012), henceforth MSH. The authors focus on the cross-validation of expert survey data, which is only one of several analyses that we perform in our contribution. MSH raise three points: (1) that caution should be used when dichotomizing the dimension as a dependent variable, (2) that the conceptualization of the dimension must be theoretically motivated, and (3) that valuable information in the data should not be thrown out unnecessarily.
commonly thought, and that this is the case not just for expert surveys -the focus of MSH's response -but also for other data sources. 2 We simply suggest that, given our findings, researchers can use a quick robustness test when using party placements as an independent variable by dichotomizing the scale (the reader of the forum section will note that we specifically suggest these robustness tests for studies on the effect of EU integration preferences).
MSH emphasize that the dichotomization of Europe in the context of the dependent variable does not make much sense. We absolutely agree, and we note that we neither propose a re-conceptualization, nor do we mention the robustness test in the context of a dependent variable. 3 We acknowledge that all measures (not just expert surveys) suggest that preferences on Europe span a wide scale including numerous moderate integrationist parties. But we are convinced researchers need to be able to detect whether their results could be driven by the difference between Eurosceptics and strongly pro-European parties alone. We do not claim that this will always be the case, but that the proposed tests may aid researchers in checking whether effects are driven solely by extreme differences in the EU integration dimension.
Finally, we agree with MSH that the conceptualization of the European integration dimension must be theoretically motivated. It is certainly not a good idea to throw away valuable information contained in data, and the Chapel Hill expert surveys provide a rich source of party-level data on European integration. We believe that parties do take nuanced stances on Europe, and that this dimension is theoretically best thought of as a continuum -just to what extent all of the differences manifest themselves in various measurements across different data sets is somewhat more ambiguous.
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